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Title: Otherresiicide Studies© o | | |
-Geograplnc Area' Landscape g

| E anary Stressor Addressed Water Qualtty
Prolect Type° Research momtonng

3 Apphcant Type and Name |

' Fundmg The Integranon Panel recommends that $1 5 mllhon be allocated for the four studles o
described below . , :

Cost Share: None,discussed.
- »~.,Project Descr-iption: ’

o 1. Baseline Pestncnde Momtormg R S RS
) - All détailed pesncxde monitoring in the Central Valley and Delta has occurred durmg drought : .
’ conditions. More monitoring is needed during normal and wet years in order to identify water courses
most at risk from pesticide exposure. This information is important for dlrectmg the initial -
1mplementatlon of Best Management Practices and as baseline information to evaluate thetr future .
success.” The Integratlon Panel recommends that f.he Interagency Ecologxcal Program s Contammants
: Effects Work Group be requested to prepare a multi year momtonng program to determine sources, -
.+ concentrations, and durations of pesticides in the: mainstem Rivers and the Delta. Pesticides evaluated -
- should mclude chemlcals already identified as causing: toxxcny in surface water and sediment bloassays, o
* and new chemicals used in large amounts in the watershed but for which madequate mformatlon ex15ts s
ti is estlmated that the cost of this monltonng w111 be approx:mately $500 OOO ' E

- 2 Fathead anow Toxnclty in’ the Sacramento Rlver T - o
 Toxicity testing in the Sacramento River Watershed has detected a substantlal amount of tox1c1ty to. the L
‘fathead minnow test species.  Of particular concern is the fathead minnow mortahty observed in' ;
approximately 50% of the samples collected from the Sacramento River near Freeport. ‘The ecologxcal '
significance of this toxicity needs to be determmed The Integration Panel recommends additional
funding for existing studies’ (Sacramento River Watershed Program, UC Davis, and Deltakeeper) in.
order determine the cause of the observed tox1c1ty and to characterize its presence in receiving waters.’
" The Central Valley Regmnal Water Quahty Control Board should continue to act as lead in coordmatmg
the studies and results. After the toxicity is characterized, the ecologtcal sxgmﬁcance of the toxicity -
" needs to be determined through complenon of an ecologlcal nsk assessment Itis estlmated that the cost
of this. work wnl] be approximately $400, OOO ' .
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3. Algal Toxncxty

LS.

'D.esig'n,a'ted Actwn g

g Toxicity surveys conducted by the Central Valley Regronal Water Quahty Control Board and

* Deltakeeper have detected toxicity to the algal species Selenastrum capncornutum Tox1c1ty has been L

.. detected in both agricultural and urban drainages and receiving waters on the mainstem Rivers and in the
‘ Delta Past TIEs have indicate that more than one toxicant is responsible for the observed toxicity. The
: ecologrcal significance of this toxicity needs to be determined. The Integratlon Panel récommends
additional funding for existing studies uc Davis and Deltakeeper) in order determine the cause of the
_ observed toxicity and to characterize its presence in receiving waters. The Central Valley Reglonal
- Water Quality Control Board should continue to act as lead in coordmatmg the studies and results. After .
© the toxicity is characterized, the ecological 51gmﬁcance of the toxicity needs to be determlned through
~ completion of an, ecologrcal risk assessment. Itis estxmated that the cost of tlus work wrll be

' approxrmately $500 OOO

| 4. Water Quallty Cnterla for Chlorpynfos and Dlazmon

The Department of Fish and Game has-developed draft criteria documents for the pestlcuies chlorpynfos S

“and diazinon. The draft criteria are based on available data, and because there is a lack of data i in's some

" . areas, the criteria include large safety- factors _The Integration Panel recommends fundmg the
: ;Department of Fish- and Game to (a) conduct the four studies necessary to fill in the data gaps and then: e

' (b) prepare ﬁnal cntena documents It is estlmated that the cost of thrs Work will be approxrmately

~ $100,000.

" ‘A more deta:led scope of work and cost estlmate for the four studres descnbed above wﬂl be prepared by
the Integratron ‘Panel with the help of the IEP: Contarmnants Workgroup “The scope of work will then be

- submitted.to the Ecosystem Roundtable for addmonal review before submitted’ to. CALFED for ﬁnal . -

- ..fundmg approval

: ERPP Lmkage. The desxgnated actxon meets the goals of the Ecosystem Restoratlon Program Plan

' (CALFED Volume II, 28 July 1997) asit should reduce loadmg, concenttatrons and bloaccumulatlon ‘
.~ of contaminants of concern to ecosystem health in the water, sediments, and tlssues of fish and wildlife
" in the Sacramento-San J oaqum Delta Ecologrcal Zone by 2510 50% as measured against current average

o levels (page 57)
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